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I. INTRODUCTION 

The Select Committee on Assassinations was recreated on Febru- 
ary 2 , 1977, with the mandate to conduct a “full and complete in- 
vestigation and study of the circumstances surrounding the assassina- 
tion and death of President John F. Kennedy and the assassination 
and death of Martin Luther King, Junior.” 

Despite the passage of 13 and 8 years since “final” conclusions 
were reached with regard to the murders of President John F. Kennedy 
and Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., respectively, the American people 
do not believe that the truth concerning these assassinations has been 
disclosed and they continue to question the adequacy and integrity 
of the original investigations. The Select Committee on Assassina- 
tions, in its report to the 94th Congress, stated: 

The passage of time has not healed the national trauma 
caused by these assassinations. In the ensuing years, old 
doubts have remained and new disturbing questions have 
been raised as additional evidence has come to light. . . 

As a result, there has been a growing sense of national concern 
about the adequacy and integrity of the original investiga- 
tions. The history of these assassinations has demonstrated 
that the passage of more time will only increase that concern 
and only a thorough and definitive inquiry at this time will 
resolve the growing doubts. 

The Committee has attempted to undertake a painstaking, method- 
ical investigation into the assassinations to resolve these doubts. 

For technical and administrative reasons the Committee had some 
difficulties in the course of the investigation. For example, the Com- 
mittee did not have access to certain files on the assassinations for 
approximately two months; telephone service was disconnected for 
the same period, preventing the staff from maintaining contact with 
witnesses and potential witnesses; and other problems which severely 
restricted the Committee in its investigative efforts. 

Under the Chairmanship of Representative Louis Stokes the prob- 
lems have been resolved and the investigations are now continuing in a 
thorough manner. 

In spite of the difficulties and the short time the Committee has had 
.to operate, substantial progress has been made and new and promising 
,■ leads and avenues of investigation have been uncovered. New wit- 

nesses have provided information and persons have come forward who 
have not been interviewed before. While the Committee believes that 
the new leads must be vigorously pursued, we emphasize the fact that 
f it is impossible to predict whether the information will be proved 

reliable and capable of verification. The investigations are in their 
infancy, and, therefore, the Committee cannot submit verified con- 
clusions with respect to the assassinations before all the evidence is 
gathered, tested, and corroborated and the inquiry completed. 
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While the Committee is pursuing new information it has also under- 
taken to initiate an exhaustive investigation of the assassinations, 
including a thorough review of prior investigative efforts. Only a 
thorough and complete investigation can establish the truth and prove 
or disprove the conclusions of prior investigations. No relevant aspect 
of the assassinations can be ignored. 

On March 7, 1977, the Committee adopted its rules of procedure, 
which established the framework in which the investigations will 
proceed. The rules, along with the enabling Resolution, provide the 
Committee with the necessary tools to conduct an effective inquiry 
and insure that the investigations will be conducted in a credible 
manner, with due regard for the constitutional rights of prospective 
witnesses. 

It is axiomatic that the success of the investigations is dependent 
on the Committee’s receiving adequate funding. The Committee is 
committed to conducting efficient investigations. Considerations of 
cost and relative necessity will be vital ingredients in all investigative 
decisions. We believe that thorough and complete investigations can 
be economically achieved. 

Now that the Committee has adopted rules of procedure and has 
proposed a budget, we are ready to continue our important task. The 
Committee will not and cannot promise quick conclusions — that is an 
important advantage we have over the prior investigations : 

With the passage of time since the original investigations, 
there is no longer the pressure to arrive at quick conclusions. 

The Select Committee, with the advantage of hindsight, with 
independent investigators, and without artificial deadlines, 
will conduct the full, dispassionate, and comprehensive in- 
vestigation that is necessary. (Select Committee Report to 
the 94th Congress, page 4.) 
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II. THE CONDUCT OF COMMITTEE BUSINESS 
A. Initial Actions— The 94th Congress 

. of investigating these two murders, especially as it relates 

to identifying potentially necessary legislative action by the Congress 

tms xCesolution, the Committee commenced its activities under the 
leadership of Chauman Thomas N. Downing. The cZmfttee divided 

Con^ssman 0 WalST^E® 8 ^ each of the investigations, 

congressman Waiter E Fauntroy was designated Chairman of the 

iw5 P fl U nL 0mmittee Congressman Richardson Preyer was hes- 
ignated Chairman of the Kennedy unit. Thereafter thp Pnrmniff 

t0 the task ° f assembli *g staff, planning 

e i t C Tas d2ide!f to 10118 T* assl # nin g administrative functions 2 
it was decided that to conduct the type of full and tonrnnto 
investigations required by the House, it was necessary to employ an 
be ind 11 ^ 111 ^ P^ 0 ^®f lo nal staff of criminal investigators, which^should 
be independent and objective and, therefore, not allied withanvoftoe 
executive agencies previously involved in the investigation of these 
oEed to?se°rv t>e ° f the 94 * h Con^ess^To^tLhZ 

the services of experienced professionals and support staff 
to ^ a |r ea< iy embarked enthusiastically and energetically on 
the investigations. Rather than recite all of the admSmtive aud 
C™^Q« tlVe ac 1 ?°“P llshmei ?ts of the Committee under the 94th 
repSd^ the Members of the House to the 

B. The 95th Congress 

the Co “ mifctee , would be immediately recon- 
tw, ttJ + * ?? de }^ would im pede the progress of the investiga- 
tion. Unfortunately, this was not to be the rasp and + 

taken until the adoption of H. Res. 222 on February 2 1977 uC 
adoption of this resolution, Henry B. Gonzalez was i nv, P ° 

•. 2, ne ° f the fi - rst actlons was the adoption of rules of procedure This 

beSf tha t toTe r re r rement ° f the ^ouse, and it is tKommittee’s 
deliel that these rules are outstanding in their recognition of toe 

budget 
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the Committee reaffirmed the decision to divide into two subcom- 
mittees so as to continue the investigations of the assassinations of 
President Kennedy and Dr. King, Jr., simultaneously. Mr. Fauntroy 
remains as Chairman of the King subcommittee, and Mr. Preyer, 
Chairman of the Kennedy unit. 

A meeting was immediately arranged with Attorney General 
ar iffln B. Bell, attended by Chairmen Stokes, Preyer and Fauntroy, 
along with Chief Counsel Sprague. The meeting was fruitful. Attorney 
General Bell assured the cooperation and assistance of the Depart- 
ment of Justice. Access to FBI materials on both assassinations was 
resumed. 

Numerous subpoenas were authorized and issued in both cases and 
investigators and attorneys were dispatched to various areas of the 
United States to collect evidence and interview potential witnesses. 

On March 11, 1977, physical evidence accumulated in the investiga- 
tion of the murder of Dr. King, Jr., was transported from Shelby 
County, Tennessee, and introduced into evidence before the Com- 
mittee. This is a substantial step in the investigation, for the evidence 
had never before left the custody of the authorities in Tennessee. This 
now affords the Committee and its staff the opportunity to proceed 
with the examination of the evidence by its investigators along with its 
experts and consultants, including ballistics testing of the rifle al- 
legedly used to murder Dr. King. 

On March 16, 1977, a witness was called who allegedly could have 
shed light on the possible involvement of organized crime and Cuban 
forces in the Kennedy assassination. The witness refused to testify, 
claiming his privileges under the First, Fourth, Fifth and Fourteenth 
Amendments of the United States Constitution. The staff continues 
to explore , the leads developed in this area, and the witness remains 
under the continuing subpoena of this Committee. 

Through most of the month of March, formal sessions of the Com- 
mittee dealing with the investigations were held in closed executive 
session. These afforded the staff the opportunity to acquaint the 
Committee with the exact status of each of the investigations. Many 
of the general areas of discussion are reported hereafter, but care has 
been taken not to identify specifically any of the sources or leads 
because of their sensitive nature. 

C. Rules op Procedure 

As indicated, the first order of business for the Select Committee, 
as mandated by the House, was the consideration and adoption of 
rules of procedure. The Committee promulgated these rules on March 
7, 1977, and published them in the Congressional Record of March 
16, 1977, at H 2221. They contain a stringent set of safeguards de- 
signed to protect the civil and constitutional, rights of potential 
witnesses. The American Civil Liberties Union, in a March 17 letter 
to Congressman James J. Delaney, Chairman of the House Com- 
mittee on Rules, stated that it “strongly supports a continuation of 
the assassinations inquiry” in light of these new rules of procedure. 

Formal safeguards to protect civil rights prevail both in field in- 
vestigations and in the formal sessions before the Committee. Mani- 
festing the concern the Committee has for the rights of all prospective 
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witnesses, the rules include provisions permitting witnesses to be 
accompanied by an attorney; that if a witness is financially or other- 
wise unable to secure an attorney, the Committee will secure voluntary, 
independent counsel for the witness; and that the attorney for a 
witness may submit written questions to the Committee to be asked 
of his client. 

Moreover, the rules provide strict investigative guidelines mandat- 
ing that no witness shall be recorded without his prior knowledge and 
consent; that there will be no electronic surveillance or wiretapping of 
any person; that no witness shall be subjected to polygraph or voice- 
stress-analysis examination without specific written authorization of 
the witness and the affirmative vote of a majority of the Committee 
or Subcommittee; that the results of such tests, or the failure or agree- 
ment to take such tests, shall not be used as the basis of a finding of 
fact or used in any report or at a public hearing; that in all field 
interrogations of prospective witnesses, Committee counsel and inves- 
tigators shall first identify themselves as representatives of the Select 
Committee on Assassinations, present official credentials, and advise 
each prospective witness of the nature of the investigation being 
conducted; and finally, that the use of any investigative technique 
must be specifically authorized by the full Committee. 

In addition, the Committee has adopted rules to insure that classi- 
fied and sensitive materials will be properly safeguarded and which 
prohibit the staff from discussing Committee business outside of the 
Committee unless specifically authorized by the Chairman or Sub- 
committee Chairman. 

D. Staff and Budget 

The Committee has completed an extensive evaluation of its finan- 
cial needs and staff requirements for the balance of 1977. The Com- 
mittee has had discussions at length in several executive sessions with 
respect to the course of the investigation and the precise areas of 
investigation that must be explored. Armed with this knowledge, the 
Committee has been able to determine with some degree of specificity 
the manpower needs of the investigation. It has also explored the 
investigative steps which the Committee will be taking and has been 
able to forecast with relative accuracy the expenses that will be 
incurred. 

A t ask force appointed to evaluate budgetary requirements, under 
the leadership of Mr. Preyer, has devoted considerable time and 
attention to the matter. 

We believe that our proposed budget for 1977 will insure that the 
Committee will be able to conduct a full and complete, and yet 
economical, investigation. We submit for the consideration of the 
Members of the House the following summary of our proposed budget 
for 1977 in the amount of $2,796,650, which includes the funds al- 
ready expended through March 31, 1977, plus a comparison with the 
original budget adopted by the Committee in December 1976. 
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ASSASSINATIONS, COMPARISON OF ORIGINAL AND PROPOSED BUDGETS— 1977 


The proposed budget has been based on a staff level of 115 com- 
pared with 170 in the original budget and a full investigative operation 
of only nine months in 1977. In addition, $800,300 in reductions were 
made due to economies and better experience information as shown 
in the following reconciliation. 

Reconciliation of original and proposed budgets 


Travel (1) 

Consultants (2) 

Witnesses (3) 

Stationery and supplies (4) _ _ 
Telephone and telegraph (5) _ 

Equipment — Purchase (6) 

Equipment — Lease (7) 

Reproductions, etc. (8) 

Books and periodicals (9) 


Adjusted original budget 5 730 750 

Decrease in salaries of $1,257,100 and other expenses of "$1,077' 000 ’ ’ 

due to reduction in proposed staff from 170 to 115 2 334 100 

Decrease in salaries of $387,300 and other expenses of $212 700 due " 
to less than full 12-month operation in 1977 600 000 

Proposed budget $2, 796, 650 

Explanatory Notes 

(1) Travel was reduced $297,400 by reducing the cost of domestic trips by $100 
™£5™ e - lg £™ P + S - by $3 ?°A The i e reductions were made possible by better travel 
^em ™here° ap pr opri ate! ad ° ptl0n by the Committe e of paying half-day per 

Consultant services (i.e., medical, ballistics, fingerprinting, handwriting 
° Y e re reduced to $46,250 by reducing the estimated use by 

25 percent and the cost of trips by $100. J 

Weses’ expenses were reduced $33,900 by reducing estimated use by 
per? er t en ^ C ° S ^ ky $100; and the cost of witnesses’ security by 50 



(4) Stationery and supplies were reduced $32,000 based on our prior experience. 

(5) Telephone and telegraph were reduced $245,000. Local service at $50,000' 
to be absorbed by Committee on House Administration. Long-distance telephone 
calls were reduced $195,000. Current experience shows an average cost of $2.50 
per call compared with $5.00 in original budget. 

(6) Equipment-Purchase has been reduced by $23,750. Of this amount, 
$5,750 was purchased in December, 1976, against 94th Congress funds and 
$18,000 for polygraphs, stress evaluators and mini-recorders, were eliminated 
from the budget. 

(7) Equipment-Lease has been reduced by $112,000. Computer services ex- 
penses of $100,000 are to be absorbed by the Committee on House Administra- 
tion and one Xerox copier at $12,000 has been eliminated from the budget. 

(8) Reproductions, printing and graphics were reduced by $7,000 based on 
better budget information. 

(9) Books and periodicals were reduced $3,000 due to purchases in December, 
1976, against 94th Congress funds. 


Ill DEVELOPMENT OF THE INVESTIGATION INTO THE 
ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT JOHN F. KENNEDY 

Although the Committee is initiating methodical investigations 
to establish the basic facts surrounding the assassination of Presiuent 
Kennedy, it is, in addition, pursuing new leads which have come to 
the Committee’s attention. Some of this information, if corroborated 
and proved to be true, would indicate connections between Lee Harvey 
Oswald and the CIA and FBI. Furthermore, other sources of infor- 
mation allege that Oswald and Jack Ruby knew each other prior 
to the assassination and that Jack Ruby was associated with organized 
crime figures who participated in CIA-sponsored plots against bidet 
Castro. Much of the new evidence is of a highly sensitive nature 
and cannot be publicly disclosed at this time; however what follows 
are representative examples which illustrate the leads the Com- 
mittee is currently pursuing. . , . , , . , 

The Select Committee is actively pursuing several new leads wmch 
indicate that Lee Harvey Oswald was associated with CIA-supported 
anti-Castro groups and which suggest that his reported pro-Castro 
activities and possibly his alleged trip to Mexico City may have been 
deliberately designed to mask those associations. . 

In 1974, a letter surfaced that purportedly was written by Bee 
Harvey Oswald on November 8, 1963, and addressed to a Mr. Hunt, 
requesting that “we discuss the matter fully before any steps are 
taken by me or anyone else”. The Committee is attempting to identity 
the handwriting in the letter and to determine just who “Mr. Hunt is. 

The Warren Commission had concluded that Jack Ruby never 
knew Oswald and had never seen him before November 22, 1963. 
The Committee staff has spoken with a witness who has never been 
previously interviewed and who stated that in November ot 1963, 
prior to the assassination of President Kennedy, the witness was 
personally introduced to Lee Harvey Oswald by Jack Ruby. 

The Committee has received uncorroborated information that m 
1959 Ruby traveled to Cuba and visited Santos Trafficante m jail. 
Trafficante was associated with John Roselli and Sam Giancana, both 
of whom visited him in jail in 1959. According to a witness, Ruby ancl 
Roselli had meetings in Miami several months prior to the assassina- 
tion During this period Trafficante was quoted by an active Cuban 
exile in Miami as saying that Kennedy was going to be hit . lra&- 
cante is, at present, alleged to be a major organized crime figure from 
Tampa, Florida, and was reportedly the organized crime coordinator 
of the CIA-sponsored efforts to assassinate Fidel Castro. On March 16, 
1977 Trafficante appeared before the Select Committee on Assassina- 
tions’ pursuant to a subpoena. Invoking his constitutional privileges, 
he refused to answer questions relating to his involvement with the 
CIA his participation in anti-Castro assassination plots, knowledge 
he had prior to November 22, 1963, that President Kennedy was gomg 
( 8 ) 
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to be assassinated, and bis association with Robert Maheu, who 
testified before the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence to his own 
participation in anti-Castro assassination attempts. 

On January 27, 1964, members of the Warren Commission met in 
Executive Session to discuss evidence which had surfaced indicating 
that Lee Harvey Oswald was an undercover FBI informant at the 
time of the assassination. Specifically, the evidence indicated that 
Oswald was employed by the FBI from September of 1962 up until 
the assassination at a salary of $200 a month. His FBI number was 
allegedly either 172 or 179. The evidence came from two independent 
sources, but the Commission did not investigate the matter and 
simply accepted a statement by J. Edgar Hoover that Oswald was not 
an informant for the FBI. 

Recently, an FBI informant advised the Committee that he had 
seen an FBI agent and Lee Harvey Oswald meeting together on 
numerous occasions in various New Orleans bars. The informant 
states that he had previously denied seeing Oswald and the agent 
together because he was threatened by the agent. The agent has 
denied the informant’s charge. 

A witness who was an FBI security code clerk in the New Orleans 
field office from 1961-1966 alleges that the FBI sent a teletype to all 
of its offices five days before the assassination, warning of a reported 
conspiracy to assassinate President Kennedy on his proposed trip to 
Dallas on November 22-23. The witness further states that the teletype 
disclosed that a militant revolutionary group was to be involved in the 
assassination. The FBI has denied sending such a teletype. 

The Committee has information which, if corroborated, establishes 
links between Lee Harvey Oswald and the CIA. Documents in the 
possession of the FBI, some of which are in the public domain, indicate 
that the Bureau destroyed relevant evidence and proffered misleading 
statements to the Warren Commission. Our analysis of the investiga- 
tive procedures of Federal agencies is a potential subject of legislative 
action by our Committee and the Congress. 


IV DEVELOPMENT OF THE INVESTIGATION INTO THE 
ASSASSINATION OF DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. 

The investigation into the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther 
King, Jr., is proceeding along two lines of inquiry. The Committee is 
first & investigating new and previously unpursued leads into the as- 
sassination of Dr. King. Second, the Committee is investigating a 
number of questions not answered by a review of available docu- 
ments or by previous investigations by federal, state and local agencies 
into the assassination. . . 

The most important current development in the King investigation 
is the willingness of James Earl Ray, who pleaded guilty to the 
murder of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., to talk to the Committee. 
In a February 24, 1977, letter to the Committee’s Chief Counsel, he 
said that the rejection by one of his attorneys of “any dialogue with 
the Committee ... is not necessarily my position.” He asked the 
Committee to direct any inquiries about such a “dialogue” to Jack 
Kershaw, of Nashville, Tennessee, his present attorney. The Com- 
mittee contacted Mr. Kershaw and made arrangements with Mr. 
Kershaw to interview Ray at Brushy Mountain State Pemtentiary 
in Tennessee on March 22, 1977. That interview was conducted. 
Another such interview has been arranged. , 

In addition, Ray has waived his attorney-client privilege with 
respect to Percy Foreman, the attorney who represented him when he 
pleaded guilty. The Committee intends to interview Mr. Foreman. 

A second focus for the King investigation involves the conducting 
of ballistic and forensic tests. Certain items of physical evidence, to 
which the Committee has only recently gained access, require labora- 
tory testing. These include the rifle with which Ray allegedly shot 
Dr. King. An FBI ballistic expert testified at Ray’s guilty plea hearing 
that he was unable to establish conclusively that the fatal budet 
was fired from the rifle allegedly purchased by Ray. Another expert, 
by contrast, believes that the bullet possessed sufficient character- 
istics to permit a definitive conclusion that the bullet had or had not 
been fired from that rifle to the exclusion of all other rifles. 1 he Com- 
mittee intends to prove or disprove these theories by commissioning 
several experts to test-fire the rifle at the earliest feasible opportunity. 

In addition, the onlv physical evidence that the rifle allegedly 
used to kill Dr. King was fired from. the bathroom window in Bessie 
Brewer’s rooming house is a windowsill with a dent in it. The prosecu- 
tion alleged that the dent was consistent with microscopic marks 
found on the rifle barrel. The Committee intends to determine through 
forensic examination whether the dent can be connected with t ie rme. 

A third important focus for the investigation is the information the 
Committee has received from several witnesses about conspiracies 
against Dr. King’s life. While some of these witnesses have previously 
spoken to law enforcement agencies, others have not. Moreover, the 
information furnished by some witnesses to pre-assassmation plots 
GO) 
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lias the potential to corroborate the information received by the 
Committee from other witnesses. 

One such conspiracy allegation ’'arises' 7 from a report by a now- 
deceased undercover informant of a southern police department. 
Immediately prior to Dr. King’s death, he told his superiors that he 
had recently overheard a conversation between members of two 
organizations in which it was said that when Dr. King returned to 
Memphis they would be forced to kill him. The Committee is in- 
tensively investigating this and other conspiracy-related leads. 

Two other significant areas for the King investigation are James 
Earl Ray’s travels and his access to funds. Ray was at large for over 
a year after his escape on April 23, 1967, until his capture on June 8, 
196S. During this time, he traveled across the United States, lived 
in more than a dozen cities and traveled in four foreign countries. 
No satisfactory explanation has ever been offered for Ray’s odyssey 
to these various locations including his alleged six-day, four thousand 
mile round-trip journey from Los Angeles to New Orleans in Decem- 
ber of 1967. Where he got the money for his travels is unclear, as the 
only money he is known to have earned was $664.34 from a dish- 
washing job at the Indian Trail Restaurant in Winnetka, Illinois, 
during the first eight weeks after his escape. Yet he spent over $5,500, 
by the Justice Department Task Force’s estimate, excluding money 
he spent in Europe and money for daily expenses such as food, gasoline, 
etc. A conservative estimate of his total expenses would be at least 
$7,000. Ray himself estimates that he spent at least $9,500 during 
this period. 

A number of people who dealt with Ray during his travels remarked 
that he often paid for items with new $20 bills. The most notable of 
his purchases was a white Mustang in Birmingham in August, 1967, 
for which he allegedly handed the owner $2,000 in cash, most of it in 
$20 bills. 

The Justice Department Task Force acknowledged that “the 
sources for Ray’s funds still remain a mystery” and implied that the 
FBI should have pursued this line of the investigation more thoroughly 
(TaskForce Report pp. 100-101) . The Committee intends to investigate 
the sources of Ray’s funds. 

The King investigation has also uncovered evidence that suggests 
that, between April, 1967, and June, 1968, Ray received assistance 
from a person or persons presently unknown. A primary example 
of this possible assistance is Ray’s use of false identities and a false 
passport during this period. 

Ray used the aliases of Eric Galt, Ramon George Sneyd, Paul 
Bridgman and John Willard. These aliases correspond to the names 
of real men, all of whom lived close to one another in suburban 
Toronto. In addition, three out of the four bear physical resemblances 
to Ray, and one of them (Galt) even had scars in the same location 
as’ did Ray — the forehead and right palm. Yet none of the four 
allegedly knew each other or Ray. 

Ray explains that he obtained the names of Bridgman and Sneyd 
by checking newspaper accounts of births for 1932 and that he saw 
the name Galt on a road sign west of Toronto. In view of the physical 
similarities and the fact that all four men lived in the Toronto area, 
theiCommittee intends to investigate whether Ray received any 
help in obtaining these aliases. 
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While in Toronto after Dr. King’s murder, Kay applied for Canadian 
birth certificates under the names of Paul Bridgman and Ramon 
George Sneyd. He in fact obtained a passport in the name of Ramon 
George Sneyd. The Committee intends to investigate the procedures 
used by Ray in securing this document and to determine whether he 
could have done so without the assistance of some presently unidenti- 
fied person or persons. 

A second area of possible assistance to Ray is his escape from the 
Missouri State Fenitentiary on April 23, 1967. Fie allegedly concealed 
himself in a large bread box which was carried onto a truck from the 
prison bakery and driven out of the prison. The Committee intends 
to investigate whether anyone aided Ray in his escape and whether 
this assistance was connected to the assassination of Dr. King. 

It should be noted that fellow Missouri inmates related that Ray 
allegedly said while in prison that he would kill Dr. King “if the price 
was right” and that Ray intended to find a “Businessmen’s Associa- 
tion” which allegedly had offered $100,000 for Dr. King’s murder. 
Whether Ray ever made contact with such a group, either during or 
after his imprisonment in Missouri, is a question which has never 
been resolved. The Committee intends to resolve it. 

The Committee must investigate how Ray, who allegedly had 
made unsuccessful escape attempts in the past, was able to escape, 
remain at large for over a year and travel throughout the United 
States and four foreign countries. The Committee also will investigate 
what official efforts were made to apprehend Ray from the time he 
escaped until he was identified as Dr. King’s assassin a year later, 
and whether any official agencies deviated from their normal practices 
for pursuing a fugitive. 

The Committee’s investigation has uncovered other areas of possible 
assistance to Ray as well. According to bank records, Ray’s safety 
deposit box in Birmingham was closed by someone living in Baton 
Rouge, Louisiana. At "the time of the closing, however, Ray was 
allegedly in Los Angeles. When Ray purchased a white 1966 Mustang 
in August of 1967, he received two sets of keys with it. Ray later 
allegedly lost one set, and required a locksmith to make a new set. 
Whether another person retained the original second set of keys, and 
thereby had access to Ray’s Mustang, remains a mystery. Ray has 
stated that at the same time he lost his car keys, he lost his Alabama 
driver’s license as well. He has further claimed that he then obtained 
a duplicate license from Alabama. Since Ray was in California at the 
time, the method by which he obtained the duplicate license is also 
a mystery. The Committee will investigate each of these areas to 
determine whether Ray in fact received assistance and, if so, whether 
that assistance was related to Dr. King’s assassination. 

The Committee is also examining information which may indicate 
that Dr. King’s assassin, whoever he was, received assistance just 
before and immediately after the murder. The day before Dr. King’s 
death, the Memphis police department established a surveillance post 
in a firehouse overlooking the Lorraine Motel. That same day, April 3, 
1968, two black firemen were transferred from that station to other 
posts. The following day, the day of the assassination, a black police- 
man was relieved of his assignment at the surveillance post. The 
Committee has begun to investigate these incidents, and has already 
conducted intensive interviews with the three men involved and with 
Memphis police and fire officials. The investigation continues to 
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determine whether these transfers were connected with the assassina- 
tion of Dr. King. 

In addition, on April 4, 1968, less than an hour after Dr. King was 
shot, the Memphis police radio broadcasted an account of a high-speed 
auto chase, involving a white Mustang, through the northern portion 
of Memphis. At the same time, Kay was allegedly making his escape 
in a white Mustang through the southern part of the city. The chase 
broadcast was apparently a hoax, but the results of the investigations, 
if any, into the possible relationship between the broadcast ana Kay’s 
escape have never been made public. The Committee intends to 
investigate that possible relationship. 

The Committee is also committed to answering the questions left 
unanswered by the report of the Justice Department Task Force. 
As noted above, the Task Force acknowledged that “the sources for 
Ray’s funds still remain a mystery” and suggested that the FBI 
should have investigated this matter more thoroughly (Task Force 
Report pp. 100-101). The Committee intends to investigate the 
sources of Kay’s funds and resolve this “mystery.” 

The Task Force’s report on the FBI’s investigation of Dr. King’s 
death also states that James Earl Kay was “aided in his fugitive 
status by at least one family member” (Task Force Report p. 101). 
The report further states that “the FBI abandoned a significant 
opportunity to obtain answers from family members concerning some 
of the important questions about James Earl Ray which still re- 
main” (Task Force Report p. 106). The Committee intends to take 
advantage of that “significant opportunity.” In this regard, two 
writers/researchers, working independently, have each concluded 
that “Raoul,” Ray’s alleged mysterious criminal associate in Mon- 
treal, Nuevo Laredo, New Orleans, Birmingham and Memphis, is in 
fact James Earl Ray’s brother, Jerry Ray. The Committee intends to 
investigate whether tins conclusion about the identity of “Raoul” is 
justified. 

When it analyzes Ray’s alleged racial motive for the assassination 
of Dr. King, the Task Force’s report relies heavily on statements by 
Ray’s former prison cellmates and acquaintances that he hated 
blacks generally, Dr. King in particular, and intended to collect a 
bounty for killing Dr. King. The report, however, fails to note that- 
almost every one of these statements points at the same time to the 
existence of a conspiracy. 

Moreover, the Task Force’s report concedes that not every al- 
legation of conspiracy was pursued to the ultimate degree. It also 
admits that the FBI judgments in failing to pursue leads were af- 
fected by its conviction, reached fifteen days after Dr. King’s death, 
that Ray was the assassin (Task Force Report p. 63). 

Finally, while responding to inquiries on the King assassination, 
the Attorney General of the United States recently said : 

There are some questions that are unanswered ! 5 ; S 

and 

. . . but you could still wonder you know, if there were— if 
there happened to be a conspiracy. (“Face the Nation,” 
February 13, 1977) 

The Committee fully intends to investigate every allegation of 
conspiracy to determine whether, as Attorney General Bell said, 
“there happened to be a conspiracy.” 


y. CONCLUSION 

Since Congressman Stokes assumed the Chair on March 8, 1977, 
the investigations have moved forward. The Committee is in posses- 
sion of new information in both investigations. The Committee has 
made contact with new witnesses in both investigations and with 
persons possessing information who were never interviewed nor 
testified previously. 

This information and the authenticity of these new witnesses 
must be substantiated at the same time the staff moves forward 
with the basic investigations of these two murders. Using this two- 
pronged approach, the Committee intends to conclude a thorough, 
professional investigation of the assassinations by establishing the 
facts to prove or disprove, once and for all, the disparate theories 
that have arisen since the two murders took place in Dallas and 
Memphis. 

At the conclusion of the investigation, if appropriate, the Com- 
mittee will make legislative recommendations to the House of 
Representatives. 

( 14 ) 
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